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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

1 . Restriction is required under 35 U.S.C. 1 21 and 372. 

This application contains the following inventions or groups of inventions which 
are not so linked as to form a single general inventive concept under PCT Rule 13.1 . 

In accordance with 37 CFR 1 .499, applicant is required, in reply to this action, to 
elect a single invention to which the claims must be restricted. 

Group I, claims 1-6, drawn to a method of receiving assistance with 
transportation reservations, 

Group II, claims 7-12 and 16-19, drawn to a method of providing travel 
reservations 

Group III, claims 22-25, drawn to providing transportation services by a 
reservation service provider 

2. The inventions listed as Groups l-lll do not relate to a single general inventive 
concept under PCT Rule 13.1 because, under PCT Rule 13.2, they lack the same or 
corresponding special technical features for the following reasons: 

3. Groups I, II and III recite limitations regarding transmitting a travel service 
request to a transportation reservation system. This feature is old and well known and is 
taught by Patel U.S. Patent No. 5,953,706. Patel discloses a transportation reservation 
network system which receives transportation request from subscribers/customers (see 
Col. 2 lines 6-11). Groups I, II and III further recite limitations regarding transmitting and 
receiving transportation confirmations. This feature is old and well known and is taught 
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by Patel and Saito, U.S. Pre-Grant Publication No. JP 20020741 19A. Saito teaches a 
customer confirming a taxi acceptance after fare information is received (see the 
Abstract of Saito and para. 21 ). 

4. During a telephone conversation with Ed Weisz on 09/12/2008 a provisional 
election was made with traverse to prosecute the invention of Group II, claims 7-12 and 
16-19. Affirmation of this election must be made by applicant in replying to this Office 
action. Claims 1-6 and 22-25 are withdrawn from further consideration by the examiner, 
37 CFR 1 .142(b), as being drawn to a non-elected invention. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 7-9, 11 and 16-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Patel U.S. Patent No. 5,953,706 in view of Saito Japanese Patent 
No. JP02002074119A. 

7. As per Claim 7, Patel teaches: 

a. receiving travel information from a taxi customer (see Col. 6 lines 25-33); 

b. validating travel information received from said taxi customer (see Col. 6 lines 35-38); 

c. accessing a central storage device to search for available transportation among a 
plurality of independent travel service providers in accordance with the received travel 
information (see Col. 3 lines 51-53 and Col. 6 lines 44-51); 
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d. transmitting availability information regarding available transportation to said taxi 
customer (see Col. 7 lines 17-20); Patel does not explicitly teach the limitation taught by 
Saito e. receiving confirmation said taxi customer regarding said available transportation 
(see para. 20-21 and the Abstract of Saito); and f. transmitting reservation information to 
a fast taxi driver in conformance with the confirmation received from said taxi customer 
(see para. 26 and the Abstract of Saito). It would have been prima facie obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the method of Patel to 
include the teachings of Saito to provide the user with a option to accept a wait time for 
a taxi. 

8. As per Claim 8, Patel in view of Saito teaches the limitation of claim 7 as 
described above. Patel further teaches tracking said first taxi driver (see Col. 7 lines 30- 
35). The limitation, "to ensure said first taxi driver meets said taxi customer at pre- 
approved arrival time" is merely a statement of intended use and as such is afforded 
little patentable weight. 

9. As per Claim 9, Patel in view of Saito teaches the limitation of claim 8 as 
described above. Patel does not explicitly teach the limitation taught by Saito calculating 
the travel time from origination point to destination point of the travel (see para. 28). It 
would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify the method of Patel to further include the teachings of Saito to 
calculate fare information. 

1 0. As per Claim 1 1 , Patel in view of Saito in further view of teaches the limitation of 
claim 9 as described above. Patel does not explicitly the limitation taught by Saito 
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wherein a plurality of taxis are provided with devices having Global Positioning System 
(GPS) facilities (see para. 20). It would have been prima facie obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the method of Patel to further 
include the teachings of Saito to track taxis. The limitation, "such that said devices 
transmit traffic information to a central server and allow real time navigation" is merely a 
statement of intended result and as such is afforded little patentable weight. 

11. As per Claim 16, Patel in view of Saito teaches the method of claim 8 as 
described above. Patel further teaches charging said taxi customer for the travel (see 
Col. 8 lines 10-14). 

12. As per Claim 1 7, Patel in view of Saito teaches the method of claim 1 6 as 
described above. Although, Saito teaches tracking said taxi driver (see para. 19) and 
receiving confirmation from said taxi customer (see the Abstract of Saito), the limitations 
are not based on one another as recited by Applicant's claims. However, It would have 
been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
modify the methods of Patel and Saito to include tracking said taxi driver upon receiving 
customer confirmation, because the application of known techniques does not lend itself 
to patentable subject matter unless a new and unexpected result is accomplished. In 
this particular instance, the result is that the taxicab is tracked, which is duly 
accomplished by the combination of the Patel and Saito references as applied above. 
The limitation, "to confirm that said taxi driver is on route to meet said taxi customer at 
the scheduled time" is merely a statement of intended use and as such is afforded little 
patentable weight. 
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13. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Patel 
U.S. Patent No. 5,953,706 in view of Saito Japanese Patent No. JP020020741 1 9A in 
further view of Heideman U.S. Patent No. 6,91 5,204 B1 . 

14. As per Claim 1 0, Patel in view of Saito teaches the method of claim 9 as 
described above. Patel does not explicitly teach the limitation taught by Heideman 
wherein said travel time is calculated based on the distance between the origination 
point and the destination point and legally allowed speed for the travel (see Col. 3 lines 
66-67 and Col. 4 lines 1-16). It would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the methods of Patel and Saito to 
include the teachings of Heideman to take variables into account when calculating a 
travel time. 

15. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Patel 
U.S. Patent No. 5,953,706 in view of Saito Japanese Patent No. JP020020741 1 9A in 
further view of Goino U.S. Pre-Grant Publication No. 2001/0056396 A1 . 

16. As per Claim 12, Patel in view of Saito teaches the method of claim 1 1 as 
described above. Patel does not explicitly teach the limitation taught by Goino wherein 
the traffic information includes traffic conditions along a route being taken by one of said 
plurality of taxis (see para. 244). It would have been prima facie obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the methods of Patel and Saito 
to include the teachings of Goino to keep track of the construction and traffic along a 
taxi route. 
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1 7. Claims 1 8-1 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Patel U.S. Patent No. 5,953,706 in view of Saito Japanese Patent No. 
JP020020741 1 9A in further view of Bayer U.S. Pre-Grant Publication No. 
2002/0103693 A1. 

18. As per Claim 18, Patel in view of Saito teaches the method of claim 1 7 as 
described above. Patel does not explicitly teach the limitation taught by Bayer receiving 
customer feedback regarding said travel with said first taxi driver and updating its 
feedback data (see para. 51 and 57). It would have been prima facie obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the methods of Patel and Saito 
to include the teachings of Bayer to improve customer service. 

1 9. As per Claim 1 9, Patel in view of Saito teaches the method of claim 1 8 as 
described above. Patel further teaches transferring payment to said first taxi driver for 
the travel, (see Col. 8 lines 15-19). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to TONYA JOSEPH whose telephone number is (571)270- 
1361 . The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 7:30am-5:00pm First Fridays 
off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John W. Hayes can be reached on 571 272 0847. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
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Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Tonya Joseph 
Examiner 
Art Unit 3628 



/JOHN W HAYES/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3628 



